
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE19958 September 28, 2000
There was no objection. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
OCTOBER 2, 2000 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns on Friday, September 
29, 2000, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. 
on October 2 for morning hour debates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f 

STOP SPLINTERING FAMILIES; 
START APPLYING AMERICAN 
FAIRNESS AND JUSTICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor my colleagues for tak-
ing a step forward and unanimously 
passing H.R. 5062, an important step to-
ward restoring fairness to families split 
apart by 1996 legislation that was billed 
in this House as immigration reform. 

I encourage the Senate to quickly 
follow the House of Representatives’ 
lead. We must stop deporting hard-
working legal immigrants, Mr. Speak-
er, who are raising stable families only 
because they committed a minor in-
fraction years and years ago. 

We must stop hauling away parents 
away in the middle of the night in 
front of their children, and we must 
stop denying these people now in de-
tention the most basic constitutional 
rights that we in America believe ev-
eryone should have.

b 1400 

These practices, Mr. Speaker, are the 
direct result of the 1996 so-called immi-
gration reform law. The 1996 law re-
moved the authority of immigration 
judges to take into account a person’s 
contributions to our society as well as 

their misdeeds. It removed Federal 
judges’ oversight of the immigration 
process. 

It allowed Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service deportation officials 
to pick up someone after they applied 
for citizenship, put them in detention 
in the middle of the night without 
their relatives knowing where they 
were, and hold them without bail. 

H.R. 5062 will stop these immoral 
practices. It will restore judicial over-
sight of these matters that involve 
long-term legal permanent residents 
who paid their debt to our society, in 
many cases on this a short probation or 
a suspended sentence, only to have the 
1996 law reclassify their misdeed as an 
aggravated felony. 

H.R. 5062 stops this. It restores jus-
tice and fairness to immigration pro-
ceedings. Many, many families in my 
district applaud this action. 

For example, it would help Aida. Her 
father had always been a good provider, 
but was picked up by the INS, hand-
cuffed in front of his family, and de-
ported. Now the family, which had been 
paying taxes, had to move into reliance 
on welfare. Aida’s father can now apply 
to come back into the country and 
have a judge review his case under our 
recent action. 

Mr. Speaker, this is America where 
actions have consequences but where 
we have a system of checks and bal-
ances to ensure that no branch of the 
Government can run roughshod over 
our rights. 

So to my colleagues in the Senate, I 
urge quick passage of H.R. 5062. It 
would rollback the un-American provi-
sions of the 1996 law by eliminating 
most of the so-called retroactivity pro-
visions so minor crimes from decades 
ago are not counted against those who 
are in this country legally. It allows 
those who have been deported to appeal 
to return to the United States. 

H.R. 5062 is a real positive step for-
ward. It will help hundreds if not thou-
sands of families in my own district 
and around the Nation. We need to re-
store fairness so that our pledge of al-
legiance truly means with liberty and 
justice for all. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(A) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
SAME DAY CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED BY THE COMMITTEE ON 
RULES 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 106–909) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 599) waiving a 
requirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII 
with respect to consideration of certain 
resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
SAME DAY CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED BY THE COMMITTEE ON 
RULES 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 106–910) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 600) waiving a 
requirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII 
with respect to consideration of certain 
resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed.

f 

DISAPPOINTING POLICIES OF 
CLINTON ADMINISTRATION TO-
WARD SUDAN AND AFRICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
QUINN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. WOLF) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to express my profound disappointment 
with the Clinton administration’s poli-
cies towards Sudan, and Africa in gen-
eral. To be sure, there are many good 
people who have tried to implement 
worthwhile and thoughtful policies for 
Africa during the tenure of this admin-
istration. The problem with this ad-
ministration is, more often than not, 
the voices that should be heard have 
not carried the day. 

My complete statement will provide 
more details, but let me briefly outline 
what I have been talking about. I have 
been to Sudan three times and followed 
the horrible situation there very close-
ly. 

The Clinton administration has much 
to answer for. Over 2 million people 
have died in Sudan; yet President Clin-
ton never expended the energy on 
Sudan to bring about a lasting peace as 
he has in Northern Ireland and the 
Middle East. 

The administration knew about the 
existence of slavery in Sudan since at 
least 1993. Yet, the administration was 
slow to act and slow to take tough ac-
tion with Sudan. 

The administration failed to prevent 
the listing of PetroChina, a subsidiary 
of the Chinese National Petroleum 
Company, on the New York Stock Ex-
change. 

The administration’s record on pre-
venting one of Sudan’s primary ex-
ports, gum arabic, has been spotty. An 
embargo on gum arabic has been in ef-
fect by an Executive Order since No-
vember of 1997, but just this year the 
administration allowed an exemption 
of a shipment of gum arabic from 
Sudan. This Congress may be passing 
something that the administration has 
not spoken out against with regard to 
gum arabic. 

In the past few months, the govern-
ment of Sudan has repeatedly bombed 
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the United Nations relief operations 
and other civilian targets. The admin-
istration has issued statements. But at 
this point, after all of the Sudanese 
Government’s atrocities, words are not 
enough to address the problem in Khar-
toum. 

Two years ago, President Clinton 
hailed what he called an African ren-
aissance. But a recent article in the 
Los Angeles Times states that a recent 
national intelligence estimate says 
that ‘‘Africa faces a bleaker future 
than at any time in the past century.’’ 

Today’s Roll Call shows pictures of 
some of the children who had their 
arms and legs and ears cut off by rebels 
in Sierra Leone. This administration 
has made a mess of the situation in Si-
erra Leone and has done nothing but 
spin its wheels there. Yet again, it is 
an African policy that is long on rhet-
oric and short on action. 

President Clinton has traveled more 
than almost any other President. He 
has had first-hand experience through-
out Africa, more experience and actual 
time in Africa than any other Presi-
dent. But all this time there only 
amounted to photo opportunities and 
handshakes, amounting to substance-
free public relations. 

Because of his time in Africa, he 
should have done much more. It is not 
too late for this administration to do 
more for Africa. The death, the suf-
fering, the destruction that has oc-
curred over the past 8 years in Sudan 
and Sierra Leone and Rwanda and Bu-
rundi and other places need more than 
a touch-down by Air Force One.

f 

REVIEWING THE REOPENING OF 
PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, if my col-
leagues have been in Congress for no 
more than 5 years, they have never 
seen Pennsylvania Avenue as a normal 
city street. It was closed in 1995 in the 
wake of the tragic Oklahoma City 
bombing. This body has had no mecha-
nism for reviewing what was done, 
whether it was appropriate or whether 
it should continue ad infinitum. The 
Secret Service has, of course, wanted 
to close Pennsylvania Avenue for dec-
ades now; and after the tragic Okla-
homa bombing, it is understandable 
that the Service succeeded. 

But what about now? The Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia, 
to its credit, under the leadership of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
DAVIS) had three hearings. But there 
was nothing concrete that the com-
mittee could come forward with at that 
time in 1995 to respond to the closing. 

For all intents and purposes, there is 
no way for the Congress of the United 

States to review a closing, and it could 
happen anywhere in the United States 
on the say so, the unreviewable say so, 
as it turns out, of the Secret Service, 
unreviewable because it is clear to me 
after a meeting that I had with Sec-
retary of the Treasury Lawrence Sum-
mers yesterday that the Secret Service 
has captured and easily continues to 
capture the government bureaucrats. 

The Congress must establish a way to 
review and decide the appropriateness 
of a closing when it goes on for years. 
I intend to introduce legislation to 
that effect so that it does not again 
happen here and so it cannot happen in 
my colleagues’ jurisdictions either. 

A public-spirited group of business 
people, the Federal City Council and 
the D.C. Building and Industry Asso-
ciation, have secured an independent 
effort by world-class experts to see 
whether there is any way to meet the 
Secret Service’s concerns and open the 
avenue. They have a plan that meets 
each and every concern the Secret 
Service had raised—narrowing the ave-
nue, putting grass over large parts of it 
so that cars would be well beyond the 
distance that a bomb could do damage 
to the White House complex, bridges on 
either side of the avenue that would 
allow only cars and not trucks to enter 
the avenue, and so forth. 

Without this kind of sensitivity to 
this living, breathing city, of course, 
essentially we close down much of its 
commerce in the middle of the town. 
We do great damage to the environ-
ment, and we make congestion far 
more awful than it is. We are second al-
ready in traffic congestion in this 
country. 

There are many other details, includ-
ing technology, that there is not time 
to offer here today. I soon am to re-
ceive a Secret Service briefing so that 
I can learn what it is that concerns 
them now. But there is every indica-
tion that they simply intend to move 
the goal post. First it was trucks. I am 
sure that now it will be cars. Then it 
will be motorcycles. 

We have briefed White House offi-
cials. The President seems quite open 
to opening the avenue, but he says he 
wants to make sure that others are not 
harmed. The fact is that no single per-
son wants to take the responsibility. 
This is the body that should take the 
responsibility. 

What the Secret Service wants is es-
sentially zero risk. It is time to factor 
into the equation of decisionmaking 
the more than half a million people 
who live in this city, the more than 4 
million who live in the region, and the 
millions of Americans 25 million each 
year, who come to visit and see Amer-
ica’s main street closed down. 

Only the independent counsel has had 
as much nonreviewable authority as 
the Secret Service effectively has. No-
body wants to harm the President or 
the White House complex. But in a free 

society there must be a way to balance 
the risk of harm versus the risk to our 
democratic institutions. We cannot ac-
cept a bar that automatically rises 
when the Secret Service alone, 
unreviewable for all intents and pur-
poses, simply raises that bar. We can-
not let the police ever be the last word 
on our democratic institutions. 

In America, the notion of a zero risk 
standard in order to protect any of us 
is unacceptable when what we lose are 
our democratic rights and our demo-
cratic institutions. Zero risk or any-
thing close to it is a standard that no 
American who believes in an open and 
democratic society should ever have to 
meet. That is the power we have effec-
tively given the Secret Service. 

I am going to introduce a bill to 
make sure that it does not happen 
again.

f 

RIPLEY’S BELIEVE IT OR NOT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, if this 
campaign for President goes on much 
longer, it may be capable of being ad-
mitted into ‘‘Ripley’s Believe It or 
Not’’. In fact, I am speaking specifi-
cally of our candidate on the Demo-
cratic side, the Vice President of the 
United States. 

Many people will remember some of 
the claims that he has made in recent 
years, including ‘‘I invented the Inter-
net,’’ ‘‘I discovered Love Canal,’’ ‘‘I 
was the feature for Love Story,’’ and 
then recently he imagined his dog and 
mother-in-law were taking the same 
medicine for arthritis in which to com-
pare pricing and scare seniors in my 
home State of Florida to reality check, 
if you will, that neither one apparently 
is taking the medicine, or at least the 
analysis was incorrect and flawed at 
best. 

More recently he is going to crack 
down on Hollywood and then goes out 
there and raises buckets of money and 
says to them, ‘‘Do not worry, I am only 
here to nudge you.’’ Now he wants to 
tap into the Strategic Reserve because 
he sponsored the legislation that cre-
ated it and authorized the first funds 
to purchase the fuel, even though that 
was created 2 years before he came to 
Congress. 

He continues to accuse the Bush 
campaign of being beholden to big oil, 
yet continues to refuse to fully explain 
his ties and financial dealings with Ar-
mand Hammer, the late chairman of 
Occidental Petroleum, and a long fa-
vorite of the Russian Government. 

More recently now as we talk about 
the Strategic Reserve, many in this 
Congress claim on both sides of the 
aisle that the intervention of the White 
House on the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve has caused the market on energy 
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